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Becky Burlak is the current President of the Rutgers 
Review and has been with The Review since she was a 
sophomore. Her interests include learning languages, play- 
ing the ukulele, and delving into the worlds of books. She 
finds it impossible to stay in one country for too long and 
can easily be found in a tree. She also loves zucchini and 


hedgehogs. 


Ed Weisgerber is working towards his BFA in Painting 
through Mason Gross. He liked his childhood. Growing 
up in the woods of Warren, NJ, bonfires and paintballing 
were his usual pastimes. Ed plays bass in a few bands and 
enjoys the fact that his mom doesn’t have to drive him to 
concerts anymore. He runs a meme page on Facebook 
called Kenny Chesney Meme Factory and wants you all 
to check it out. 


Delfina Picchio is a fan of the Jonas Brothers, but only 
before they blew up and got super expensive to see live. 
She is always reading books in her free time and enjoys 
making small clay sculptures. She hopes to either be an 
english professor or write art criticism. She told us when 
she dies she wishes to be reincarnated into a pigeon or a 
capybara. 


1 7 e worked hard on this one because it’s so import- 
ant. The 2016 election is adding up to be one of 


the most important elections in recent times. With polar 
opposites running against each other, it is hard to decide 
which candidate is right for you. Our goal of this issue 
is to get you to start thinking about politics, and make 
some decisions. It is important to you to have opinions 
and vote for those opinions. 

Here at The Review, we like to work to create content 
that will help people. We wanted to make politics a little 
less intimidating by mapping out the election in simple 
ways. So remember, be educated and make a choice. 
Your vote can and will impact the election. Be apart of 
politics and act upon your civic duty! 


Tyler Springsteen, Editor in Chief 
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CULTURE 


AND THE ACADEMY AWARD 
FOR BEST DEFENSIVE 
ARGUMENT GOES TO... 


Ian Barbour & Shannon Ray 


Recent years have seen the encroach- 
ment of social justice micro-battles on 
increasingly apolitical areas, with 2016’s 
most popular news item being the Acad- 
emy Awards. While no award ceremony 
is truly without bias—the members of 
the film industry who vote on each year’s 
nominees and finalists are, in a man- 
ner, choosing their favorites—the Acade- 
my has always upheld a commitment to 
quality via its judgement of the artistic 
prowess of a film; of art for art’s sake. 
What we have recently witnessed, how- 
ever, is the de-evolution of the Academy 
into a house of sociopolitical conflict be- 
tween social justice advocates and the 
lack of diversity present in today’s pop- 
ular films. The Academy, whose job it is 
to dole out the gleaming golden men that 
recognize these films, is taking the brunt 
of this heat. Because of this, the Acade- 
my’s commitment to art and legitimacy 


has been undermined regardless of the 
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conflict’s result. They’re in a lose-lose 
situation and the roots of the issue are 
being ignored. 

The Academy Awards entertain nomi- 
nation categories on a sliding objectivity 
scale, with categories like “Best Visual 
Effects” being more objective and there- 
fore more unanimous than those as diffi- 
cult to judge as “Best Picture.” Similarly 
subjective categories like “Best Actress” 
and “Best Director” naturally become a 
topic of debate both in the Academy and 
out. The result of this kind of subjectivi- 


“snub:” there 


ty is popularly labeled as a 
are only so many slots to fit into and 
many who deserve to be included are not. 
So while Beasts of No Nation didn’t see a 
“Best Actor” nomination for Idris Elba, 
the stylish yet entirely caucasian Macbeth 
was nominated for a total of zero awards 
as well. Actors, directors, and produc- 
tion crews of all races and genders get 


snubbed every single year, 


ties have a smaller sample size to choose from 
is a bigger, more deeply rooted issue than the 
Academy’s selection process. The reality is that 
the lack of diversity in Hollywood is a prob- 
lem that begins with production and casting. 
As Whoopi Goldberg said in January, “Even if 
you fill the Academy with African-American 
and Latino and Asian members, if there’s no 
one on the screen to vote for, you’re not going 
to get the outcome that you want.” 

This brings us to a second concern, which 
is that minorities are included in both nomina- 
tions and awards most years, though the num- 
ber has been dwindling as of late. It’s upsetting 
that people can’t look past the face value of the 
acting awards to see that personnel of all col- 
ors are involved in the films that the Academy 
evaluates. We live in a world where Alejandro 
Gonzalez Inarritu, a Mexican director, is tear- 
ing through the Academy Awards and grabbing 
accolades like a kid in a candy store. He won 
both “Best Picture” and “Best Director” for 
Birdman last year and will almost certainly take 
home at least one golden man for The Revenant 
in 2016. Steve McQueen’s /2 Years A Slave won 
“Best Picture” in 2013, and Alfonso Cuarón, 
Ang Lee, and Katheryn Bigelow have seen re- 
cent “Best Director” nominations. It’s easy to 
overlook the people of color who shine behind 
the camera, but lead actor nominations are not 
the Academy Awards. It is these lesser-publi- 
cized nominations which showcase the Acad- 
emy’s commitment to the recognition of great 
achievement in filmmaking. 

As a result of this conflict, the Academy 
board plans to double their female and minori- 
ty membership with hopes of including a more 
diverse selection of nominees by 2020. This 
introduces the current issue with the “#Os- 
carssowhite” movement: proponents of the 
Academy’s recent steps to address institution- 
al racism within the industry are calling for a 
racial quota that would undermine the valid- 
ity of the Oscars as a form of purely artistic 
recognition. The Academy is shooting itself in 
the foot by declaring this racial quota. If they 
accomplish what they aim to fulfill, their selec- 
tion will be viewed as illegitimate in terms of 
honest judgment. If they don’t meet the quota, 
their selection process will be viewed as illegit- 


imate in terms 


of inclusion. 


not an offi- 


cial quota is 


public uproar 

assures that it will exist in all but name. Re- 
gardless of whether the issue of inclusion is 
accurately portrayed or overly advocated, the 
fact remains that in the wake of this sociopo- 
litical battle, the Academy won’t be viewed in 
the same light again. As viewers, knowing that 
there were so few films of true inclusion to 
choose from, we, along with the filmmakers, 
would know exactly why they are being hon- 
ored. 

While the sociopolitical examination of the 
Academy does bring with it a degree of valid- 
ity, what is ultimately at stake here is the loss 
of the film industry’s most prestigious recog- 
nition system that allows writers, cinematog- 
raphers, and other artists one opportunity a 
year to appreciate not only the magic of mov- 
ies, but all of the work that goes into it. The 
Academy has been demonized for the imbal- 
ance of the bigger film industry. If we hope 
to see more balanced representation in future 
Academy Awards ceremonies, it needs to begin 
on the production level. We need to tackle the 
larger, looming industry that perhaps favors 
white faces, but certainly publicizes them. Put- 
ting a Band-Aid on the final result of a year 
in this artistic industry doesn’t solve the prob- 
lem; it merely conceals larger flaws. How do 
we change the way people in America look at 
“black movies”? How do we, as an institution, 
inspire Hollywood to want to represent accu- 
rately the diverse pool of creativity and labor? 
It’s certainly a nuanced question and beyond 
what our two minds alone can answer. What 
we know is that scapegoating the Academy is 
undermining the achievements of artists while 
simultaneously clouding larger areas of con- 
cern, and that this will continue unchecked if 
we refuse to separate social politics from the 


artistry of film. 
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on the final result of 
Whether or @ Year in this artis- 
tic industry doesn’t 
implemented, SOlve the problem 


CULTURE 


DEALING WITH 
THE JERSEY MOM 


IN ALL OF US 


Eric Weck 


Pr, 
4 


me 
> a 


Sk is > 
v. 


It's been six 
minutes now. 


Six minutes 


since walking 
into Starbucks 


and ordering a 


vanilla latte with 
coconut milk and 


no drizzle... 


My foot is tapping incessantly. 
I’m compulsively checking my phone. 


I’m sighing loudly and rolling my eyes in hopes 
that my barista will somehow make my drink 
faster. 


And then it hits me. 


WHEN DID I BECOME SO INCONSID- 
ERATE OF OTHER HUMAN BEINGS? 


And then it hits me again. 
WHEN DID I BECOME MY MOTHER? 


Growing up at the Jersey Shore, there is a cer- 
tain subculture you only notice as you get old- 


er. 


When I started to bicker with my parents, as 
any proper angsty teen does, I realized the ri- 
diculous things that seemed customary to mom 
culture... 


...some which have even rubbed off on us. 
Here are a few of these things: 


DISCLAIMER - Not all Jersey moms fit the 
following mold. These mothers are largely 
white and from the Shore/North. 


Rock N’ Roll. There exists a huge amount of 
pride in this state, (probably because everyone 
else hates us) and for women in their 40s/50s, 
that takes arguably its largest form in the love 
for the Classic Rock scene. Pretty much every- 
one knows Bruce Springsteen and Bon Jovi, I 
mean they were some of the biggest successes 


CULTURE 


in music ever. But, take general appreciation 
for songs like “Born to Run” and “Livin’ On 
A Prayer,” and multiply it by 50. That’s only 
about a third of how much Jersey moms love 
those boys. They’re the Drake and Zayn of an- 


other generation. 


The 80s. AKA the Hail Mary of decades for 
Jersey moms. That means teased hair, gaudy 
makeup and artificial skin-tans. Now, in recent 
years there has been great improvement. Many 
moms are influenced by the trendiness—or 
lack thereof—of their sons/daughters, leaning 
for a more updated but equally terrible look: 
straightened hair, UGGS, VS Pink sweatsuits, 
etc. Regardless, Jersey will always be stuck in 
the 80s, and our mom culture is no exception. 
The talk. There are many mannerisms that 
are Jerseyan stereotypes, including the accent, 
hand movements, exaggerated expressions, and 
lack of volume control (holy sh*t, our moms 
are loud). It’s not only about getting your point 
across to the person you’re speaking to, but it’s 
also about letting the ten other people in the 
room know what’s up too. 


Despite all the cringing you may have done 
connecting this story with your own, it’s im- 
portant to love and support our Jersey Moms! 
You may want to avoid it (honestly it’s like a 
disease), but there is a piece of NJ living inside 
all of us. 


So next time you find yourself asking to see the 
manager or reluctant to belt out some Jersey 
Boys, just let loose and remember all the good 
things about being from New Jersey... 


...honestly I could only think of not pumping 
our own gas and proximity to NYC but IT’S 
THE THOUGHT THAT COUNTS, OKAY? 


“there is a piece of NJ living inside all of us” 
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æ BERNIN FOR 
A REVOLUTION 


Steven Costa < 


ith the political revolution under way, the very 

recognizable plea from the Democratic candi- 

date and self-proclaimed democratic socialist, 

Bernie Sanders, appeals to many across the 
country. The passionate and packed crowds at his rallies 
demonstrate the unprecedented popularity that the Ver- 
mont senator has been able to generate. Senator Sanders, 
like Donald Trump, has destabilized the political establish- 
ment. The socialist message from Bernie is one that has res- 
onated with many Americans much to the befuddlement 
of the establishment. On the surface, it seems as though the 
United States could never contain a strong socialist base. 
Bernie’s message though, is one that has cast doubt on that 
premise, and the amount of supporters that he attracts to 
his rallies is a testament to that reality. Whether or not his 
supporters are true socialists or not, it is evident that many 
sympathize with his message. How is it that the United 
States, a country founded on market principles that prides 
itself on promoting capitalism, could possibly be having an 
apparent internal, intellectual revolution that contradicts 
those foundational principles? Could it be that the foun- 
dational criticisms of capitalism regarding its structural 
deficiencies and it’s arguably inevitable generation of its 
own instruments of destruction be unraveling before our 
very eyes? American socialist attitudes and movements can 
be traced all the way back to the early twentieth century, 
understandably, and primarily Eugene Debs, a perennial 
presidential candidate that ran for the Socialist Party of 
America, who in 1912 received 6% of the popular vote, 
the most ever by a socialist presidential candidate. 

This movement, begs the question: can the revolution 
that Bernie is calling for actually be setting the stage for a 
major conservative revolt to balance such a shift? Look- 
ing back at the elections of Richard Nixon and Ronald 
Reagan, we see that they grew from a strong conservative 
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backlash to preceding liberal policies and administrations. 
Lyndon B. Johnson’s liberal legacy preceded Richard Nix- 
on’s reign in the White House and Jimmy Carter preceded 
Reagan, and even though Nixon’s first election was not a 
blowout, his re-election surely was as was Reagan’s. Both 
Nixon and Ronald Reagan, although not winning by con- 
siderably large margins in their first elections, each carried 
49 states along with massive double digit percentage point 
advantages in the popular vote. It is very possible that this 
precedent could very well repeat itself. The current po- 
litical polarization demonstrates a strong tension between 
the two sides that is somewhat unprecedented. The strong 
polarization that is present in Washington today is formi- 
dable, and those on the far right that have created the Tea 
Party movement have gained considerable advantages and 
seats in congress as well as seats in other offices across the 
country. The strong opposition to Obama’s administration 
and the growing popularity of the Tea Party movement, 
which has been a reality of the political environment much 
longer than Bernie’s rise, could very well be enough to bal- 
ance out and even trump the socialist political revolution 
that Bernie is so aggressively and passionately pleading for 
because the current animosity toward President Obama 
is alarming, and those on the right are loathing the pos- 
sibility of a Clinton administration and the extension of 
Obama’s ideologies and policies. However, how would it 
impact the right if a self-proclaimed socialist, never mind 
a democratic socialist, won the White House? Whether 
or not Bernie can actually pull off an unprecedented sur- 
prise in the Democratic nomination remains to be seen, 
but what seems to be more interesting is whether or not 
Bernie’s revolution can be realized or whether it further 
strengthens the opposition on the other side. 


ey 


— INTO THE GAME — 


Interesting Soccer Documentary 


I wasn’t exactly sure what to 
expect with Into the Game. 


Honestly, before I watched it, 
I knew nothing about it other 
than that it was a feature 
documentary. As it turns out, 

I found it to be a pleasant 
surprise. 


Into the Game is a sports documentary that recently 
played at the Spring 2016 NJ Film Festival here at Rutgers. 
It tells the story of several recent members of Chicago’s 
Kelly High School’s girls’ soccer team. The part of Chi- 
cago that these girls live in is a relatively poor area, made 
up of mostly Hispanics. The movie takes place over four 
years. It tends to focus more on the girls and their coach 
than it does on the sport itself. 

The film follows multiple members of the team over 
four years. The writer/director, Maria Finitzo, really gives 
the film a very cinematic feel. It was like watching a typ- 
ical narrative/fiction movie. And I mean that as a good 
thing, It felt like I was watching a very well made and en- 
tertaining story. At the same time, the fact that I knew that 


- John D’Amico-:---:-: 


these were real people gave it even more weight. When 
the girls talk about their frequent financial struggles, you 
really feel sympathy for them. When they talk about what 
they’re going through with their education, you definitely 
relate to their struggles. The film examines the racial and 
gender-based issues that the girls experience, and you can 
really understand what they are experiencing. While the 
film takes a look at some of those social issues, the focus 
was mostly on the people themselves. 

In addition to the young athletes, the movie also fol- 
lows the team’s longtime coach. He seems like a pretty 
interesting person as well. You get the sense that he has a 
lot of passion for the team and cares about its well-being. 
However, he is not so much concerned about how many 
games they win. Instead, he is more concerned about his 
team feeling like a family. He even says as much, and view- 
ers are left feeling as though he 1s a very likable person. 

If I had one criticism to make of this film, it would 
be that the pacing could have been a little bit better at 
times. Even with its relatively short runtime of 76 minutes, 
there were moments when I found myself getting bored. 
But overall, I still recommend checking this documentary 
out if you get the chance. I give it a 7.5 out of 10. It’s very 
compelling. 
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A look into some 
subliminal stereotypes 


isney films show the ideolo- 
gies of the dominant and elite 
class with restricting roles on 
women and people of color. 
Although The Walt Disney 
Company is the second largest 
conglomerate, they have con- 
cerning ideologies present in 
their films. From The Lion King to Pocahontas to Mulan; rac- 
ist, capitalist and sexist hierarchies exist. The belief is that 
the elite and wealthy persevere, while the heroes and her- 
oles are nice and attractive. This occurs in Sleeping Beauty 
and The Beauty and the Beast. It occurs in more Disney films 
that it doesn’t. In The Little Mermaid, there is a prominence 
of male dominance, expressive femininity and stark con- 
trasts of class differences. The domains in this ‘under the 
sea’ film parallel the existing modern times of the United 
States today. 

Douglas Kellner discusses the concepts and cultural 
studies of ideology in media, specifically in the film Rambo. 
These ideologies focus on the ideals of the generally white 
older men who control this industry. These concepts do 
not reflect and resemble many of the oppressed people 
who are either misrepresented or not represented at all. As 
discussed with Marx and Engels, “ideology [is] the ideas 
of the ruling class which achieved dominance in a specific 
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historical era” (Kellner 57). The Little Mermaid exemplifies 
these notions of dominance in a certain ruling class. This 
is notable from the first scene in the film. Two handsome 
gentlemen aboard a ship and stand around while a hag- 
gard crew works on the ship as they voyage along. The ship 
workers lack teeth and have tattered clothing. The aristo- 
cratic older gentleman exerts dominance with his educated 
voice and clothing. Prince Eric, the younger of the two 
handsome men, displays overt masculinity. 

Prince Eric owns a dog, and the dog and the Prince 
are the best of friends, ideal masculinity is it not? The two 
lead men in the film are Prince Eric and the King Triton, 
Ariel’s’ father. Kellner notes that “Ideology itself forms 
a system of abstractions and distinctions within such do- 
mains as gender, race, and class, so as to construct ideologi- 
cal divisions between men and women (61)”. What Kellner 
discusses is paralleled with the relationship Ariel has with 
her father and the Prince. Ariel is forced to decide whether 
she wants to have a relationship with her father or future 
husband. King Triton protests to Ariel about Prince Eric, 
that “he’s a human and you’re a mermaid.” This consti- 
tutes the hierarchy of superior and inferior aspects of the 
dominant ideology. This divides the intersections of gen- 
der and aspects of the female submissive role. 

The female role is stereotypically matched to our cur- 
rent society, obsessed with shiny things and always wanting 


= 


Ideology itself forms a 
more. Ariel is aesthetically pleasing; system of abstractions in the song “Kiss the Girl” where it 


she has large breasts, long flowing 
hair and a tiny waist. She always 


and distinctions within 


could have been “Kiss the Boy.” It is 
led by male dominance. We don’t see 


has red lipstick on, perfectly. Even SUCHdomains as gender, Ariel, the lead woman, acting on her 


when she awakes in the morning, race, and class 


she already has a full face of make- 

up. Her vulnerability and overall demeanor characterize 
how females are represented. In the song ‘Part of Your 
World,’ Ariel sings “I’ve got gadgets and gizmos a-plenty/ 
Ive got who’s-its and what’s-its galore/ You want thing-a- 
mabobs?/ [ve got twenty/ But who cares? No big deal. I 
want more.” The female character in the film constantly 
obsesses about more everything. Nothing is enough for her. 

Ariel is willing to give up her voice, which she loves, 
to persist in attracting Prince Eric. Ursula, the sea witch, 
insists that Ariel can use other factors to seduce the Prince. 
Ursula states “You'll have your looks. Your pretty face and 
don’t underestimate the importance of body language.” 
Ursula, the other female lead, is enforcing the idea of he- 
gemonic norms for women. Ursula’s song explains the sub- 
missive role of females in film, “Come on, they’re not all 
that impressed with conversation / True gentlemen avoid 
it when they can.” 

Ariel is forced to succumb to the submissive female role 
in order to exist. She must follow the man’s rules. Ariel for- 
gets about the concert, that she didn’t want to participate 
in, and was reprimanded by her father. Ariel hides her trin- 
kets, and her father destroys them when he finds evidence 
of them. She is consistently abiding by all male rules, not 
being able to lead by herself. There isn’t one moment 


own and doing what she wants. Ariel 
is even conforming to the ideals of the 
able-bodied, “Now we can walk/ Now we can run/ Now 
we can stay/ All day in the sun/ Just you and me/ And I 
can be/ Part of your world.” 

Although the film The Little Mermaid displays many 
notions of class and gender dominance, there are notions 
where this isn’t true. Ariel saves Prince Eric when the ship 
exploded due to a hurricane. This was a great reversal of 
stereotypical gender roles; she brings him ashore to safety. 
Ariel conquered rigid lines of men saving women. Howev- 
er, when they get ashore, she bats her eyes and whimpers 
“he’s so beautiful.” The reverse is again shifted back to- 
wards the women being submissive to men. 

Masculinity is the only acceptable form of acceptance 
for men. King Triton was playing with a flower until the 
crab, Sebastian, walked in. Once he sees Sebastian he low- 
ers his voice a few octaves. In this film, if you're a man, 
you are masculine. If you’re a woman, you lose your voice 
for love. The Little Mermaid shows the dominant culture, it 
expresses the ideals of the elite and the way lower class 
people are treated. This film shows the submissive role of 
a female and the dominant attributes of male masculinity. 


sts 


TND 
tes 


3. 


LÝ 


March | April 2015 THE RUTGERS REVIEW 13 


r 


UNDERTALE 


SAM SHOPP 


Video games aren’t normally held to the same narrative 
standards as literature. Games are judged on so many 
unique criteria that their capacity for storytelling is often 
overlooked. Because games need to be well-designed, 
challenging, beautiful, etc., the plot becomes a backdrop 
as a tool for the gameplay to feel less arbitrary. Undertale, 
a video game created by Toby Fox, released in September 
of 2015, is challenging the traditional functions of plot 
in video games. After garnering overwhelming praise 
from critics and equally overwhelming support from fans, 
Undertale has raised the industry bar for the importance of 
storytelling in the medium of video games. 

In recent years, games have struggled to integrate 
gameplay and narrative with varying degrees of success. 
Designing a story that allows for the user to interact with 
it meaningfully is the great challenge of designing a good 
video game. Some games, like Heavy Rain (2010), have 
focused entirely on the plot, creating what is essentially 
a choose-your-own-adventure movie. Other games, like 
Fallout or Mass Effect, have done their best to bring the 
element of narrative choices to more traditional styles of 
gameplay, but the choices you get to make in these games 
always feel like they lack true consequences. Choosing 
between “good” and “bad” paths always seem to have 
very little impact on how the game plays out in the end. 

With that said, Undertale is truly a breakthrough in the 
gaming industry. Toby Fox has accomplished something 
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remarkable with the intimate relationship he builds 
between his medium, his story, and his game’s users. 
It also is an impossible game to review, because I can’t 
explain anything. I can’t talk about the plot and I can’t 
give you examples of why it’s so extraordinary. This is 
because playing gave me the power to make decisions 
with real, tangible consequences. These decisions change 
the characters, who are as sensitive as a human being 
would be. Unlike any game I have ever played in my life, 
Undertale forced me to care deeply about those decisions 
and the experience of playing it spoiler-free is essential to 
its impact on the user. So I can’t explain who Toriel is, I 
can’t discuss the significance of the Save function, and I 
definitely can’t talk about why I played it twice in a row. 
Or why I’m considering playing it yet again. 

What I can say is that in Undertale, there is no clear 
distinction between the “good” and the “bad” paths in the 
same way that games like Mass Effect establish it. There 
are only the decisions you make every step of the way, 
which are weighed just as heavily as any other decision. 
You are more than a player: you are a part of the world. 
And it should come as no wonder then that Undertale is 
being heralded by many as one of the best games of 2015, 


because it is a clear message to the industry that stories 


matter. 


UNDER TAKING — 


FEATURE 


FEATURE 


a 


ECONOMY 
<<< X< [Fim Schobel] «X< 


he economy has always been a matter of 
heated contention among Republicans and 
Democrats, and it is especially so in light of the 
2008-09 financial crisis and recession. It was 
the worst economic downturn in almost a century, and 
those on either side of the political spectrum have spent 
the past eight years blaming each other for its extended 
duration and severity. In recent years, politicians on the 
left have advocated a more interventionist approach 
to economic policy than their conservative counter- 
parts in Congress. More and more liberal Democrats 
have started to embrace such aggressive fiscal and 
monetary policy in light of President Obama’s post-re- 
cession stimulus package and what they consider to be 
the Federal Reserve’s successful deterrence of another 
Great Depression. Under Chairman Ben Bernanke’s 
progressive leadership, the Fed was able to continue 
expanding the money supply to stimulate demand even 
while the country was in a liquidity trap. The Fed’s un- 
precedented use of quantitative easing, or QE, helped 
prevent the United States and the rest of the world 
from falling over the brink like we did in 1929. Leading 
Democrats in Congress, including those at the forefront 
of this election, agree with contemporary economists 
that both Bernanke’s monetary policies and Obama’s 
fiscal initiatives significantly ameliorated the impact of 
the recession. Europe’s sluggish post-recession recovery 
and still-struggling economies offer visions of what 
America would look like today had our government 
employed more cautious fiscal and monetary policy. 
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Candidates like Bernie Sanders and Hillary Clinton 
have been put on the defensive for their support of 
Obama’s policies, and their political opponents have 
labeled each candidate’ proposals as perpetuations 
of failed tactics. That’s because both Clinton’s and 
Sanders’s plans essentially amount to a contradiction 
of anything the Republicans have brought to the table. 
Clinton’s website outlines a proposal for achieving 
“strong growth, fair growth, and long-term growth” by 
raising the minimum wage and closing tax loopholes 
for the wealthy, while making a concerted effort to 
maintain accountability on Wall Street. Sanders’s plan, 
meanwhile, proposes even more sweeping reform. He 
calls for government intervention in the economy to 
reduce wealth inequality and expand the middle class. 
Raising income taxes across the board and adding 
two new payroll taxes would fund Sanders’ economic 
plan, raising the marginal tax rates for all citizens in 
the process. His campaign projects that his plan could 
generate trillions of dollars in tax revenue over the next 
decade, money that would be reinvested in infrastruc- 
ture, social welfare programs, and the subsidization of 
cheaper college education. Both Sanders and Clinton 
have explained that in order to facilitate a significant 
redistribution of wealth in this country, their plans need 
to be funded through higher taxes and their policies 
need to be enforced by strong non-partisan regulatory 
agencies like the Federal Reserve. This is an outcome 
Republicans claim they can avoid, even though their 
math never seems to add up. 


=» 


FEATURE 


(J CJ 


Republicans 


kkk 


ECONOMY 


>>>? 


epublicans, many of whom advocate a 
hands-off macroeconomic approach, have 
cast much of the blame for the Great Recession 
on the Federal Reserve and Barack Obama. 
Right-leaning politicians have spent years calling for an 
audit of the Fed, claiming that its political independence 
and lack of transparency are undemocratic. The most 
conservative members of the GOP have espoused Ron 
Paul’s Jacksonian war on the central bank, calling for 
what amounts to the dismantling of the Federal Reserve 
System entirely. Alongside Paul’s son Rand, Ted Cruz 
has spent much of his career lobbying for Paul’s liber- 
tarian ideals in the Senate. Republican leadership has 
labeled those in charge during the financial crisis, espe- 
cially former Fed chairman Ben Bernanke and former 
New York bank president Timothy Geithner, as over- 
powered demagogues who, in their ignorance, failed 
to avert disaster in 2008. When Obama subsequently 
appointed Geithner to be his Secretary of the Treasury, 
many on the right called it a reward for a job well done 
in spite his apparent incompetence on the front lines. 
Obama then added further insult to injury by signing 
off on an almost $1 trillion bailout plan for the sputter- 
ing auto industry and the same Wall Street firms whose 
recklessness fueled the speculative housing bubble in the 
first place. Such has been the Republican diatribe oft 
repeated by their candidates at every televised debate 
and in nearly every speech. 
The candidates leading the way in the Republican 
primaries have all proposed their own plans to overhaul 
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the economy and undo the supposed damage wrought 
by the Obama administration. Almost all of their 
plans call for a reform of the tax system coupled with 
widespread privatization and financial deregulation. 
Ted Cruz and his conservative counterparts want to 
implement a flat tax plan that would destroy the current 
system’s progressivity, resulting in tax breaks for the 
rich that are seen by the left as even more lenient than 
those effectuated under the Bush administration. Marco 
Rubio has gone even further, suggesting the elimina- 
tion of the capital gains tax entirely. Donald Trump’s 
website also reiterates his competitors’ claims that such 
“pro-growth” tax reform will not only allow Americans 
to keep more of their money, but create millions of jobs 
in the process. Meanwhile, leading economists have 
had a field day calling Republicans out in the press on 
such bogus logic. Paul Krugman recently said in The 
New York Times that he sees the Republicans at the 
forefront of this election as conveniently forgetful. The 
fact of the matter is that the Bush tax breaks did little 
to benefit the middle class and, in fact, hardened class 
divisions more than ever. Such pervasive wealth in- 
equality at least partially exacerbated the effects of the 
recession that regulatory bodies like the Fed prevented 
from being much worse. And yet, Republicans are 
gambling on voters’ ignorance in a bolder way this time 
than in the last election, with leading candidates like 
Cruz preaching more extreme Bush-era policy than 
any Obama’s predecessor enacted. 
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he major Democratic stance, and that is to say | have their temps waive their health-care options. This he general Republican view is that there | approximately $14,040 dollars per year. Now, if that 

the objective the democratic party requires its | is perhaps one of the major issues those struggling to should be a Free-Market for the Health insur- | same person chooses to put aside ten percent of their 

candidates to at least observe, is that the Af | maintain employment within entry level positions face, ance companies. They believe the Free-Market | paycheck into the government operated Medical Sav- 

fordable Care Act(Obama-Care) be preserved. | the inability to receive health insurance from employ- will dictate insurance premiums. There is also Í ings account, they would have $140.40 for their health 
The Affordable Care Act for all those unfamiliar with Í ers, and the fear that they may make too much and lose the notion that Medical Savings Accounts and Flexi- | care. I was recently hit by a car, sustaining light injuries. 
its nature, is an act that allows anyone living beneath | their assistance from the government. Some, democrats ble Savings Accounts be introduced to citizens. This is | The bill for my emergency room visit was $2,809. I also 
the poverty line to receive Medicaid. Medicaid was ini- Í desire to expand Medicaid to include the entirety of the essentially an option that would be on everyone’s W-2 | took an Uber to the hospital, if Pd used an ambulance, 
tially reserved for senior citizens. Medicaid allows for | U.S. What that would mean is that those unscrupulous or other Tax-forms. A citizen would be able to relo- | that would be approximately $500 more. So, to have 
those who have it to receive health care with no cost | employers would be paying for their employees’ health cate a percentage of their paycheck into an account | been able to pay for this hospital visit, a person utilizing 
to themselves, it’s actually illegal to bill those who have | insurance despite their desire not to. It would also mean that would help them pay for medical bills. Now, this | this system would have to avoid the emergency room 
it for anything. In addition to this means of aiding the | that rather than sitting through onerous processes in money would roll-over every year, so it would not dis- | for at least twenty years, and hope their conscious to 
poverty stricken citizens of the U.S, the Affordable Care | hospitals trying to sort through the hospital’s issues with appear. The idea is that individuals would be in charge | deny the ambulance trip. However, they will have the 
Act is intended to ensure that employers offer their full- | Medicaid or what any other insurance company will of their own health care. They would also abolish the | option of private insurance, which usually only costs 
time employees health insurance. What this means is Í pay for, everyone in the U.S would receive equal med- Affordable Care Act. A brief statement of facts: If a | around $300 dollars per month, which is only slightly 
that many jobs refuse to allow employees to work full- Í ical treatment, which means the best possible care for person works a minimum wage job forty hours of week, | more than a quarter of a minimum wage employees av- 
time. Or in the case of unscrupulous temp-agencies will Í patients rather than the insurance companies. all fifty-two weeks, after taxes they would be receiving | erage paycheck. 
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hen discussing foreign policy in the cur- 

rent election, the two democratic candi- 

dates obviously view the current admin- 

istration’s strategy in a starkly different 
way than the Republicans do. The approach that Pres- 
ident Obama has taken with respect to foreign policy 
during his tenure displays many of the stereotypes asso- 
ciated with democratic foreign policy ideals. In attempt- 
ing to ascertain a broad and general democratic for- 
eign policy platform one can argue that the president’s 
strategy mirrors many of those overarching democratic 
strategies. In many ways, though, Obama has trans- 
formed the platform for the party himself away from 
what it was before him. During his tenure, he has been 
able to unify the party around a foreign policy platform 
that now represents a broader party platform, but the 
details of that are logistical. The overarching message 
remains the same, though. When discussing ISIS, for 
example, the Obama administration has opted to “lead 
from behind.” In other words, the emphasis on build- 
ing consensus and coalitions through diplomacy and 
minimal military intervention has been the preferred 
method. The cry for Arab nations to lead the fight in 
place of the United States is a cry that was heard sever- 
al times over by many Democrats. This leads into that 
broad, general platform. The Obama administration’s 
strategy of diplomacy and minimal military interven- 
tion, which is only breached if absolutely necessary, 1s 
indicative of the typical platform that is applicable to 
the majority of Democrats. Irrespective of the very spe- 
cific details of the Obama Administration’s actions, the 
general overview of that strategy fits very well within 
this very generalized foreign policy platform, which can 
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simply be described by a hesitance and skepticism of 
strong military and armed forces utilization that grows 
from the belief that diplomatic solutions are the most 
beneficial. This foreign policy strategy, one that fits the 
liberal school of international relations, can then be 
used to analyze the foreign policy positions and records 
of the two candidates. On one hand, Hillary Clinton 
presents a stark contrast from her democratic socialist 
counterpart. Although she now admits that her support 
for intervention in Iraq was a mistake, it still provides a 
precedent for which one can analyze her foreign poli- 
cy credentials. For example, Clinton was a strong ad- 
vocate for intervention in Libya and the overthrowing 
of Muammar al-Gaddafi, and she remains a strong ad- 
vocate for the overthrow of Bashar al-Assad in Syria 
and the implementation of a no-fly zone in Syria. All 
of these positions have strong implications given what 
precedent has demonstrated. Senator Sanders presents 
a very different agenda, though. Sanders can, in many 
ways, be described as an isolationist, and he continu- 
ously flaunts his opposition to the Iraq War and regime 
change alongside his advocacy for non-proliferation. 
His cry against being “the world’s police” is a strong 
message and is indicative of his complete opposition to 
any military intervention whatsoever. These positions 
have many implications as well, and what becomes evi- 
dent is the obvious difference in foreign policy strategy 
amongst the two candidates, which both deviate, albeit 
with some similarities, from a generalized democratic 
foreign policy platform, but both candidates see the 
Obama administration’s strategy as a respectable one, 


irrespective of which candidate praises it the most. 
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FOREIGN POLICY 


n looking at the current election season, it is evident 

that the current political atmosphere is somewhat 

unprecedented, and the Republican Party can be 

seen as a major contributor to that fact. The par- 
ty is deeply fragmented and is struggling to maintain a 
solid and consistent identity, unity, and leadership, but 
what does not disseminate through the cracks of frag- 
mentation is emphasizing a failed Obama presidency 
in a disorienting and unsettling manner, limited gov- 
ernment and an alarming concern with foreign policy. 
These three points seem to be the overarching message 
and points of commonality between all conservatives 
in this fragmented political period. Foreign policy has 
always been an area where Republicans sought to gain 
an advantage over Democrats and one that is a com- 
mon priority amongst those in the party. That is a ma- 
jor breaking point between Republicans and Democrats 
and this difference really highlights the differences be- 
tween the two parties. Irrespective of the many different 
positions on foreign policy, which can be represented 
by the plethora of individuals who decided to run for 
the nomination demonstrating that fragmentation yet 
again, an assertive yet simple message seems to be com- 
mon amongst all those who side on the right: strong mil- 
itary presence and intervention in foreign affairs, which 
at times can come off as an unpleasant hostility. Increas- 
ing military spending and military size and resources is 
viewed as an essential aspect of American policy from 
the right, and that is a position that is held in high re- 
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gard. Military withdrawal, minimal military presence 
and diplomacy are not the tactics that are employable 
in order to achieve maximal national security, and it is 
very reasonable to align this ideology within a realist 
school of thought. The United States is expected to be 
the leader, and for Republicans, direct, literal action is 
the preferred path. The strategy to defeat ISIS is one 
focused on direct military action with increased military 
presence. Admittedly, though, there is a disagreement 
amongst the several candidates running for the nomi- 
nation, and this was even more evident before the mass 
exodus of failed campaigns. There are strong deviations 
between the candidate’s positions, even though the gen- 
eral idea still holds true and is applicable to all of those 
strategies. The differences are centered upon imple- 
mentation, specifics and timing, and these differences 
are visible when comparing Bush, Rubio, Cruz, Kasich, 
Trump, and Carson. While similarities exist, there are 
strong deviations and that is indicative of the party’s 
fragmentation. Although there is a somewhat broad 
consensus on ideology, there needs to be unity and con- 
sensus on a concrete plan of action in line with that 
overarching ideology, which ranges from pugnacious 
and passionate plan of action like those of Lindsey Gra- 
ham on one side and the libertarian isolationist plan of 
inaction of Rand Paul on the other. Without that unity 
and palpable strategy, which isn’t really existent at the 
moment, all that seems to be consistent and unanimous 
is the hostility directed toward President Obama. 
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Bernie 
Sanders 


he year is 2020. Nobody’s paid for anything 

in years. The unemployment rate is effective- 

ly 0% and sickness has been eradicated. We 

achieved the first moment of world peace in 
all of human history when President Sanders invited 
the Supreme Leader of Iran, the leader of ISIS, Kim 
Jong-Un, and Putin to meet at Dave & Buster’s for beers 
and skee-ball; they reconciled their differences when 
they decided to pool their tickets together for the Giant 
Stuffed Banana (which they plan on sharing by rotating 
ownership every week). Jesus finally returned to bring 
his children to heaven, but he was so overwhelmed by 
the tranquility on Earth that he begged God to stay, to 
which God agreed and relocated all of heaven to Utah. 
Scientists are now scrambling to develop the technology 
for immortality, in response to yuge demands that Ber- 
nie Sanders be declared World President for All Eterni- 
ty. Everyone is happy. 


-Sam Shopp 


Democrats 


Hillar 
Clinton 


upporters and critics alike line the streets of 

Washington once again, either to cheer-on or 

protest President Hillary Clinton. It’s 2020 and 

the GOP has just ran their 547,644th attack ad 
on Madam President. The past four years of the Obama 
Admin... Wait, that was the Clinton Administration? 
No, are you sure? But it’s all the same as before: The 
Affordable Care act is still doing its job of supplying 
Americans with some health care which is good; we’re 
stil right in the middle of the conflict between Pales- 
tine and Israel which is eh; and would you look at that, 
Russia still hates how we use our military as pawns in a 
chess game. The Obama Admin... Ah, did it again. The 
Second Clinton Administration did go through some 
shakes in these past four years, one of these including 
President Hillary Clinton being eaten out under the Res- 
olute Desk just to spite First Man Bill from that other 
time. President Hillary Clinton has as of recent buddied 
up with her friend Donald Trump to follow through with 


some expansion of a certain wall that a certain country 


was told they would pay for. But with all those ups and 
down of the Second Clinton Administration, America 
has made it through the first ever term of a woman pres- 
ident, which is a step forward for in equality for women, 


our More Years!” shouts the sign on his cam- 

paign bus as it cruises slowly over the cracking 

roads and crumbling bridges of the states he 

carried in 2016. Ted Cruz, now the incum- 
bent, has spent his first term in office undoing the great 
evils of the Obama administration. The Supreme 
Court, now the most conservative in almost a hundred 
years thanks to the Republican-led Senate’s approval 
of Cruz’s appointment, has made sure of Obamacare’s 
unraveling and the deregulation of the economy. With 
the pesky IRS now abolished and the Fed a thing of the 
past, Americans everywhere are able to keep more of 
their paychecks, meager or abundant as they are. His 
thankful constituents, both super-rich financiers and 
the impoverished public alike, shower Cruz in praise for 
lowering their taxes at every stop along his campaign 
trail. After all, the government had no place in their 
idea of the payment system. And now, thanks to the 
Cruz administration’s privatization of education, more 
and more optimistic American children can look for- 
ward to healthy careers at the companies that set their 
curriculums. Free from the fear of unemployment that 
defined Obama’s “jobless” post-recession recovery ini- 
tiatives; American workers are now able to compete in 
a truly free economy. Every man for himself—it’s only 
fair, right? 


Å FEATURE 


s President Kasich launches his re-elec- 

tion campaign, he can't help but feel the 

same sort of nervousness that he had ex- 

perienced throughout the entirety of his 
presidency. After switching to the Democratic Party 
in his first term as president many called for his res- 
ignation. Trump supporters marched in front of the 
White House calling for his beheading, leading Kasich 
to barricade himself in the oval office for four straight 
years. Although he never left his office, Kasich tried his 
best to fix the imperative problems that America was 
facing. He passed legislation to put seatbelts on every 
chair in America, to require every American to go to at 
least one gay wedding in their lifetime and even made 
a BuzzFeed list on the top ten people he’d like to hug. 
He did have a couple of legislative flops though, as any 
good President does. His attempts to pass the “You 
Can't Close Your Bedroom Door When Your Boyfriend 
1s Over Act” to stop his daughter from becoming sex- 
ually active did not hold over well with the majority of 
Americans. He puts his hopes in the Democrats who 
switched their tickets to vote for him in 2016 and for the 
people who still like his no name-calling policy. 


- Nicholas Perrone 
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and very productive. 


- Tim Schobel »»»> 
- Tyler Springsteen 
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he former Florida senator’s cheering con- 
stituents surround him at another one of his 
re-election campaign stops. Their mechanized 
commander in chief rallies his army supporters 
and super-rich donors with words as empty and auto- 
mated as Siri trying to show emotion. Rubio’s fans, now 
dubbed his “Rubots,” hear only his continued promises 
of tax reform. They remain blind to the paralysis that 
has overcome Congress in his wake, either by choice or 
by sheer ignorance. Rubio, the former moderate plant- 
ed in the White House like a computer virus, is now a 
champion of the Republican establishment oft repeated 
by his GOP counterparts at podiums for the past thirty 
years. This election, Rubio the Robot has a new plat- 
form--the implementation of Skynet by 2024. 


- Tim Schobel 


>>>? 
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hile the 2020 elections represent a possi- 

ble end of an era for supporters of Pres- 

ident Trump, the election also holds a 

glimmer of hope for Trump’s opposition. 
Throughout his noteworthy presidency, ‘Trumps actions 
have caused both Democrats and Republicans to join 
forces in smearing his name. Be it the $600 million 
Mexican Border Militarization Act, or the infamous 
anti-immigration policies towards our European allies, 
Trump has drawn condemnation across the globe. In 
recent events, Trump’s racist remarks towards Russian 
Prime Minister Vladimir Putin also only serve to aid the 
opposition’s cause. However, all die-hard Trump sup- 
porters remain loyal to their chosen candidate because 
itis better than admitting they were wrong. The future is 
unclear voters, don’t be as frivolous this election as you 
were the last one. 


- Sean Chambers 
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WHAT'S 


Mallory Nathan 


From Mariah and J. Lo to Elton and Madonna to Nas and Hov, the “feud” has been a staple across all music 


genres for as long as the industry’s been standing. As much as we love to see artists sticking together, we love 


watching them fall apart even more. In our connected, digital age, it’s like watching it in surround sound. These 


are the top 5 from the past year: 


1. Drake vs. Meek Mill 


2015 began with Meek Mill, and 2015 ended Meek 
Mill. While the Philly native wasn’t a complete stranger 
to beef, he was entirely unseasoned to the mainstream 
climate, having laid low beneath it for most of his rap 
run. Only that naivety could possess him to challenge 
Drake, the alphacelebrity, and expect to take the W; 
he thought it would actually be about the music. In a 
tweet that stopped, then ignited, the internet, he accused 
Drake of using a ghostwriter, and in turn reached the 
highest status of his careera meme on champagnepa- 
pi’s Instagram feed. And they just kept coming, On top 
of two diss tracks, Drake embarked on a social media 
slaughter, having to use few words at all, then dropped 
the mic. There were a couple of lackluster attempts to 
fire back on Meek’s end, but nothing that could cancel 
out the noise. He tried to redeem himself once again this 
past January, half a year after the feud began, proving 
he’s still terribly unattuned to how any of this works. It 
even reached Facebook, Meek. It’s over. 


2. Nicki Minaj vs. Taylor Swift 


In another Twitter faceoff, the princess of rap and the 
princess of public rep went head to head. After Nicki 
tweeted her frustrations with the Video Music Awards 
for their history of snubbing Black artists in favor of the 
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skinny, white archetype, Taylor was, so very uncharac- 
teristically, quick to take it personally. Her retort went 
something like her song lyrics: “I’ve never done anything 
to you. How could you do this? Blame the men instead!” 
The quarrel had a pretty vanilla resolution, with an apol- 
ogy from ‘Taylor and a gracious acceptance from Nicki, 
and Twitter moved on to the next. 


3. Then Miley Cyrus 


And it’s bound to get interesting. Though Miley is nor- 
mally a soloforce of controversy, she was foolish enough, 
or perhaps high enough, to take feud bait from a New 
York Times reporter who wanted to know if she was 
Team Swift or Team Minaj. The born-again hippie crit- 
icized Nicki for being too angry, claiming that she made 
the much larger issue of racism all about herself. It just 
so happened that Miley was also hosting the VMAs that 
night, where ‘Taylor and Nicki opened the show in a sur- 
prise duet, and Nicki was scheduled to accept an award. 
With the Moonman in her hand, she thanked her pas- 
tor before sending it back to “this bitch who had a lot to 
say about me in the press,” and sneered “Miley, what’s 
good?” At any given time, the quote can still be found 
duplicated in packs of hundreds in the comments on Mi- 
ley’s Instagram 


4. Kanye vs. Wiz Khalifa 


There’s no telling where a feud ever really begins or ends 
when it involves Kanye. On the heels of the announce- 
ment that his forthcoming album would be undergoing 
another title change, from “Swish” to “Waves”, Wiz 
disapproved, publicly accrediting anything “wavy” to 
incarcerated rapper Max B. Wiz was mute as Kanye un- 
leashed, tearing into his career, his former marriage, and 


even his child, more akin to a crime scene than a feud. 


vs. Amber Rose 


A common ex of the the two rappers, Yeezy took a dig 
at Amber Rose in his tirade, taunting Wiz for letting “a 
stripper trap” for him, and the scene got even messier. To 
add homophobia to misogyny, Amber shot back with a 
reveal of one of Kanye’s supposed kinks, immortalizing 
the #FingersInTheBootyAssBitch tag forever. 


5. Kanye vs. Kanye 


In true Kanye fashion, the 180 came in a matter of 
minutes. His bloodlust spun into a call for peace and 
positivity, repeating “positive energy blessings blessings 
positive energy blessings” to an audience of over 18 mil- 
lion followers. Somewhere amidst his livetweeted Anger 
Management steps, it became clear that Kanye’s internal 
conflict is a celebrity feud in its own. 
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Fake Breakups & Hiatus 


Ian: I feel as if Pm luckier than most people, in that 
it is pretty rare for any modern metal acts to break up, 
only to come back together in a spectacular fashion. I 
usually appreciate them while they’re still around, but 
a specific comeback that comes to mind is that of the 
band Septicflesh. Septicflesh is a Greek death metal 
band that came roaring back from a hiatus as the best 
symphonic metal band I’ve ever heard (they play met- 
al, while an orchestra plays behind them). They’ve re- 
leased masterpiece after masterpiece for three consecu- 
tive albums now and have convinced the metal masses 


that they stand atop the podium. 


Nicole: New Kids on the Block introduced a new pop 
feel to the term “boy bands” in the mid to late 1980’s 
and teenage girls instantly swooned. When the group 
disassembled in 1995, hearts broke all across America. 
People mourned the loss of their favorite band...but in 
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2008, the band was resurrected! They even paired up 
with the likes of Jesse McCartney (ugh, I love you) and 
the Backstreet Boys to harness all of the country’s es- 
trogen in their recent tours. I mean, who can pass up 
“Step By Step” and a sequence of corny, old fashioned 


dance moves? 


Steven: Blink-182 took an indefinite hiatus due to 
band tensions, but each member broke off to do their 
own projects. In 2009, 7th and 8th graders still listen- 
ing to Blink-182 satiated their teen angst and quasi-re- 
bellion with themes ranging from facing maturity to 
sodomity. Teenagers begged and waited for the trio to 
return and they did after four years. They announced a 
reunion for the summer of 2009 to bring back the live 
experience of pop punk and bodily humor. Blink-182 is 
still around making music but with a different guitarist. 


Bands That Need to 
Break Up 


Ian: Tis blasphemy, but Van Halen needs to call it 
quits. It was a tough choice between them or Kiss, but 
if I wrote about Kiss it would just be hate. Van Halen 
is virtually broken up as it is, and a little dignity could 
go a long way. They already cancel a majority of their 
shows due to various David Lee Roth related ailments 
or other issues, so they might as well finish the rest of 
the process. They’re an amazing band with an impres- 
sive legacy; it would be sad to continue to witness them 


tarnish themselves. 


Steven: Weezer; the Blue Album, great. Pinkerton, 
amazing. Unreleased Space Opera album, surprising- 
ly fantastic and appropriate. Weezer took risks with 
their sound by creating this garage pop rock that hit 
the right raw, loose, and weird tone that appealed to 
many. But after Pinkerton being a commercial failure, 
they stepped back into safety. The next three or four 
albums up to Make Believe, a good song here and there 
but mostly mediocre and lifeless. Their last album, a 
call back to Blue and Pinkerton, may have lit a flame 
for a comeback, but the album blew a weak flame in 
my heart. I don’t want to see another Weezer album 

disappoint again...White Album and run far away 


from music. 


Nicole: Nickelback was formed before I was born and 
has been producing horrible music since. From his frost- 
ed tips to his mustard colored ramen locks, Chad Kro- 
eger is the literal dictionary definition of unattractive. 
His voice, seemingly the product of molten lava being 
poured down his throat, inspires no one to be a singer. 
The band’s guitarist plays the utmost basic chords and 
Chad wholeheartedly sings songs that seem to be writ- 
ten by three year olds. Do us a favor to save our ears: 
Stop touring forever. 
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Sleeping 
With Me 


Dayna Hagewood 


Cheap wine red wine white lie straight line 
Sick whine built shrine broken twine 

Knot shrine snot rind edge blind 

Weak time, less time leased rhyme 

Not mine. 

Dull mind fractured bind twisted grind 
Selfish kind latest find, oldest find 
Sickened maligned mind, clever mind 
Quick behind, stop. Rewind 


Not mine, never mind. 


POTPOURRI 


At The Mercy of 
~ Recent Snowfall 


Dayna Hagewood 


Taking turns by the order 
through unpaved territory, 
we follow our Moses 
through skinny tunnels 
with wavering knees 

and teetering arms 
outstretched, airplane wings 
navigating the clouds 

of exhaled breath- 

cotton candy pink 

laces stained brown 

with trampled wetness, 
floral combat boots hung 
out to dry, withering 
away by the front door, 
peeling stems and 

sad leaves left 

alone 


to rot. 


March April 2 
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Could Have Been 


»——— Michelle Chen 


The interior of the coffeehouse was dark— 
mahogany wood, dimmed spotlights, mut- 
tered conversation. The grey sky through 
the small, high windows did little to lift 
the room out of shadow. Despite the lofty 
ceilings, the entire room more resembled 
a speakeasy than a café. It felt exactly like 
the kind of place Connor would pick for 
a meeting, 

He stood up to shake my hand as I ap- 
proached, pushing a still-steaming cup of 
coffee towards me before settling himself 
back into a cracked leather armchair, ankle 
of one leg resting on the knee of the other. 
I knew seeing someone for the first time 
since high school would be strange, but I 
hadn’t realized just how different things 
would be. The Connor I knew wouldn’t 
have settled for a handshake. Then again, 
the Connor I knew wouldn’t have bought 
me coffee either. 

He sat up straighter now rather than 
curled into himself, more willing to take 
up space. His chocolate brown hair was 
no longer the floppy mess I remembered, 
but sharply parted on the left and lightly 
waxed into place. A collared shirt and the 
loosened knot of a tie peeked out above 


the zipper of his hoodie. Charcoal grey 
slacks hung off his crossed legs, which were 
as lanky as ever. I smiled slightly as I no- 
ticed the battered black Vans on his feet — I 
guess some things never change. 

“How have you been?” he asked, pick- 
ing up his own mug, and 
I wondered if he still 
drank it black with too 
much sugar, like a boy 
trying too hard to look 
like a man. He smiled, 
a grin that shows too 
many teeth and makes 
the corner of one eye 
crinkle, and I remem- 
ber, years ago, when I 
first saw that smile in 
place of the grimace he 
usually wore and knew 
that I was in too deep. 

I placed myself 
tentatively in the arm- 
chair across from him 
and smiled back. “Yeah, 
good.” The leaves 
outside rustled. They 
sounded like rain. 
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Nancy and The Tea 


D Becky Burlak 


The scent of jasmine and chamomile splashed through 
the window. Nancy woke with a smile and walked to- 
wards the familiar fragrances, eager to see what was 
brewing. To her youthful eyes, the party below ap- 
peared to be a rager; the anger was as palpable as the 
tea. Flavors and emotions flew through the air and 
landed, muffled, in the harbor. Nancy was steaming, 
The revellers, rowdy from caffeine or spirit, overlooked 
the fact that a maiden’s touch would’ve been a helpful 
addition to the moonlit tea party. The scalding insult 
proved to be a grievous error. 

The idea in theory was brilliant: brew all 
the tea in the harbor so that the peo- 
ple could drink from it at their 
leisure. Nancy understood the 
intentions perfectly. The 
methodology, however, 
was flawed. It was 


atrocious to mix 


oolong with darjeeling, to infuse green with pekoe, to 
overpower chai with fruity tisanes. Any self-respecting 
colonial knew that. The haphazard tossing of incom- 
patible leaves was enough to bring Nancy to her boiling 
point. At that moment, she decided to make a vow, for 
the good of the people. “If we cannot respect the in- 
tricacies of brewing, then we do not deserve a single 
sip more.” She looked resolutely at her kettle and swore 
that, from that night on, the people of Boston would 


not drink tea. 
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TOP 4 


BEST PLACES 
TO USE A 
MEALSWIPE 


by Boris Klimuskin 


Having too many meal swipes 1s a common occurrence 
for us Rutgers students, probably because Rutgers 
forces us to buy a meal plan if we live in most cam- 
pus dorms. This is especially true at the end of the 
semester, when we would go to the dining hall multiple 
times a day just to burn through our remaining swipes, 
so we don’t feel bad about spending money on them 
and having them go unused. But what if dining halls 
were not the best places to burn through meal swipes? 
Of course, the campus centers on Cook, Douglass, and 
Livi have places to spend meal swipes; but there are 
quite a few other less-known areas where we can score 


some good food for our meal swipes! 
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1. Knight Wagon 

Probably the most obvious one, since it’s seen roaming 
around campus. ‘This is Rutgers’s version of the grease 
truck, except since it belongs to Rutgers, students can 
use their meal swipes instead of paying cash to buy a 
tasty sandwich, fries, and a drink. This is accessible 
from all campuses, but it’s on a different campus every 
day. The Knight Wagon tweets where it’s going to be 
on a particular day, but it generally follows a certain 
schedule. On Tuesdays it’s on Livi, on Wednesdays it’s 
on Busch, on Thursdays it’s on Cook, and on Fridays 
it’s on College Ave. 


2. Rutgers Club 

Since Brower’s food is questionable, this is the only 
place where students can get actual food for a meal 
swipe on College Ave. Just like the dining halls, this is 
buffet style, but there’s a twist - the food here is actu- 
ally great! The downside is that students can only use 
swipes on Monday and Thursday nights. Also, despite 
accepting meal swipes, the Rutgers Club requires us to 
pay an additional $2, but hey, that’s better than drop- 
ping 5’s for a bad house party right? 


Kilmer SM 
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3. Kilmer’s Market 

Located across from the Livi Plaza Bus Stop, this mini 
grocery store has a wide selection of items. Unfortunate- 
ly, if you are using a meal swipe, your freedom of choice 
is limited to $3.50, because you must also get a $4 center 
plate item. Moreover, you can only use a meal swipe at 
certain times of the day. Despite these restrictions, this 
is still a great place to get food that is not unreasonably 
unhealthy for your meal swipes. 


4. Woody’s 

Located on Busch campus, behind the ARC and LSM. 
Like the Kilmer’s Market, there are strict requirements 
as to what time of the day you can use a meal swipe for 
food, but Woody’s is more lenient about the food that you 
can choose. Their only restriction is that you cannot take 
more than two candies or ice cream. Yes, you can get 
ice cream for a meal swipe...sometimes even Snickers ice 


cream bars! 
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RUTGERS 
CLUB 


MEMBERS & GUESTS 


ONG 
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